COMMUNITY BOARD 7

Manhattan

RESOLUTION

Date: April 6, 2021

Committee of Origin: Land Use

Re: Response to comprehensive long-term plan for the City
(a) Intro 2186, (the “Legislation) proposed by NY City Council to amend the NYC Charter and require
the city to create a ten-year comprehensive planning cycle, subject to provisions of the City
Environmental Quality Review (CEQR) process, and led by the Mayor’s Office of Long Term Planning
(currently Mayor’s Office of Sustainability) and a newly created Long-Term Planning Steering
Committee (the “Committee”); and the corresponding document: Planning Together: A New
Comprehensive Planning Framework for New York City, the Council’s corresponding report (the
“Report”).

Full Board Vote: 39 In Favor 1 Against 1 Abstention 0 Present

Committee: 9-0-0-0. Non-Committee Board Members: 3-0-0-0.

The following facts and concerns were taken into consideration in arriving at our recommendation:

In December 2020, City Council introduced legislation intended to provide a framework for the
creation of a comprehensive long-term plan for the City. Most major cities have comprehensive
plans that are regularly updated, but due to NYC’s planning history, NYC has relied on its complex
and extensive zoning resolution to suffice and hence falls far short of meeting the basic principles
of comprehensive planning.

The proposed legislation identifies a number of policies that should be included in any long-term
plan. Among them are: (i) the reduction and elimination of disparities across race, geography and
socioeconomic status in access to both opportunity and the distribution of resources, and (ii) the
creation of citywide targets for housing, jobs, commercial, retail and industrial space, open space,
resiliency, infrastructure, school seats, public transportation, and utilities.

The proposed legislation envisages a cumbersome bureaucratic process, including the
establishment of a new Steering Committee composed of 13 members, eight of whom are to be
appointed by the Mayor and the City Council Speaker. Each Borough President would appoint
one member as well.

The proposed legislation would require the new Mayor’s Office of Long-Term Planning (MOTP) to
create a detailed inventory of city owned infrastructure and its condition, together with a detailed
budget and list of priorities for any replacement or repair. Thereafter, the legislation calls for the
Steering Committee to establish quantitative growth targets for each community district and
then, in coordination with the new MOLTP, submit three scenarios to each local community board
to achieve such targets.

The proposed legislation provides for minimal community input at best. Other than Community
Boards submitting a slightly reconfigured version of their District Needs Statement, there is no
local participation in establishing the citywide growth targets, and furthermore, CBs would only
have the option of choosing one of the three scenarios created by the Committee for meeting
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such targets. Finally, all other review of major milestones in the new comprehensive planning
process only requires one public hearing per borough.

The process of creating the plan is expected to take five years and would run on a ten-year cycle.
Having reviewed and debated the proposals contained in the proposed legislation (Intro. 2186)

and having considered written material prepared in connection with the proposed legislation, including
its text, and following a presentation of the plan to the CB7 Land Use committee by a representative of
the City Council,

Community Board 7, Manhattan endorses the principle that the City should conduct comprehensive
planning and better coordinate its many different land-use policy goals and capital needs. Community
Board 7, Manhattan therefore resolves as follows:

1.
2.

3.

We endorse the creation of a long-term plan for the City of New York.

We endorse the proposal to require that any long-term planning process emphasize sustainability,
equitable access to opportunity, equitable distribution of resources, as well as aim to correct
historical policies that too often resulted in either neglect or displacement of neighborhoods with
high concentrations of poverty.

We endorse the proposal to develop a detailed inventory of the condition of City infrastructure
and the preparation of a detailed budget setting forth priorities and the estimated costs of
proposed capital items.

HOWEVER, Community Board 7, Manhattan opposes passage of the draft legislation in its current

form. In particular, we believe that the proposed process for developing a long-term plan is greatly flawed
in both its proposed structure and purpose.

1. The proposed legislation does not provide for adequate community input at each stage of the
preparation of the plan, or for adequate Community Board review. The proposed top down
approach is inadequate for ensuring local participation in setting neighborhood goals,
identifying neighborhood needs, and assessing the real-world impact of broader goals on local
communities.

2. The proposed legislation does not provide a mechanism for differentiating distinct
neighborhoods and districts, and we believe planning on a borough-wide (as opposed to city-
wide) scale would be more feasible.

3. The proposed legislation provides for an unnecessarily cumbersome bureaucratic approach,
which will cause unnecessary duplication, delay and costs.

4. The proposed structure of the Long-term Planning Steering Committee is flawed, in that it
assigns 8 of 13 seats to the Mayor and Council Speaker. This structure offers no new channels
of input for local communities already beset by racial and economic inequalities.

5. While the proposed Steering Committee’s membership is poorly designed, having a single
entity charged with coordinating development of the plan may be desirable, if planning is
done in collaboration with communities and not imposed on them by this entity. We believe
such Committee should include the Chair of the City Planning Commission and the Borough
Presidents and be guided by eminent members of the relevant professions including:
architects, planners, traffic control experts, engineers, economists, educational leaders, and
real estate professionals. These “experts” must be familiar with urban issues, including
affordable housing and must seek out rigorous local involvement by each community boards.
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Likewise, community boards should be equipped with the tools to creatively engage directly
with the communities they serve.

5. The whole comprehensive planning process should be continuous, however ten-year cycles
may be too long and we recommend considering whether it is possible to shorten the
timetable.

6. The proposed legislation makes no provision for funding or other resources to enable
optimum local community participation of local communities, as has been recommended in
the 1989 Charter Revision and elsewhere.

7. The process by which the proposed legislation is being considered by the City Council is
flawed. The legislation was drafted without any community input; outreach to affected
communities has not been uniform and has been inadequate. In all probability, the most
inclusive way to create a long-term planning process is through typical amendments to the
City Charter, which require significant community input.

8. The timing of the proposed legislation is ill-considered. We have the impression that there is
a rush to passage of the proposed legislation because of the expiration of the terms of the
Mayor, the Council Speaker and 70% of the Council Members. We recommend consideration
of the legislation—or any substitute legislation—should be tabled until newly elected officials
—who will be charged with implementing the long-term planning process - are installed.
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COMMUNITY BOARD 7

RESOLUTION

Date: April 6, 2021

Committee of Origin: Youth, Education and Libraries

Re: Ensuring full funding for New York City Schools

Full Board Vote: 40 In Favor 0 Against 0 Abstentions 0 Present
Committee Members vote: 8-0-0-0. Non-Committee Members: 3-0-0-0.

The following facts and concerns were taken into consideration:

e The Independent Budget Office reports 879 schools citywide with budget deficits for the 2020-
2021 school year due to an unprecedented decrease in enrollment during the COVID-19
pandemic, an increase of nearly 300% vs. 2019 (299 schools with enrollment drops), and up nearly
900% vs. 2018 (98 schools with enrollment drops). In previous years, schools with lower-than-
predicted final enroliment rosters have been expected to repay the difference as part of a mid-
year adjustment to their budgets.

e |In Community Board 7’s district, 19 out of 24 schools saw their enrollment drop in the 2020-21
school year, and 6 schools lost over 10% of their student population vs. the previous year. Every
elementary school within CB7’s borders experienced an enrollment decline.

e On March 22, 2021, Mayor Bill de Blasio and Schools Chancellor Meisha Porter announced that
federal emergency funds from the American Rescue Plan Act will enable the city to offer 100%
amnesty this year for money owed by schools as a mid-year adjustment.”?

e However, the amount of funding the city will ultimately have at its disposal remains in question.
New York State’s budget proposal released in January reduced the amount designated for NYC
schools by $600 million,? and the Independent Budget Office noted that “due to state cuts, the
city would receive 69% of its initial federal relief funding allocation, largely due to a proposal to
shrink and consolidate several expense-based aids into a new category called Services Aid. Other
cuts, including reducing the value of School Tax Relief (STAR) payments and eliminating charter
school rental assistance, would further reduce the year-over-year increase in federal relief.”>

Community Board 7/Manhattan applauds the decision to offer full amnesty to schools with
enrollment declines this year, and encourages officials to continue to offer the same consideration in the
years ahead as our schools work to rebound from the unprecedented challenges presented by COVID-19.

This board believes that providing New York City schools with the resources they need to recover
is an equity issue, and vital to the long-term health and well-being of our youth, and by extension, to our
city.

Since gathering accurate enrollment projections will remain critical to ensuring an optimized
budget process, Community Board 7 also encourages city officials to gather and give weight to community
and school input in setting enrollment estimates, a position which aligns with our call for greater

1 https.//wwwl.nyc.gov/office-of-the-mayor/news/208-21/mayor-bill-de-blasio-schools-chancellor-meisha-porter-130-million-restoration-to
2 https://ny.chalkbeat.org/2021/1/19/22239851/cuomos-proposed-budget-boosts-education-dollars-even-as-ny-cuts-its-spending
3 https://ibo.nyc.ny.us/iboreports/federal-aid-governors-proposals-combine-for-a-complex-funding-picture-for-the-citys-schools-march-2021.pdf
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community engagement and increased consultation with principals as part of the COVID-related decision-
making process, as outlined in this board’s November 2020 resolution.*

Lastly, this board notes that the pandemic has greatly increased the fiscal needs of our schools,
from technology and COVID-related safety measures put in place over the past year, to the funding
needed going forward to offset learning loss and provide the social/emotional supports necessary to
address the trauma experienced by students citywide. Setting our schools on the path to success in the
months ahead will require providing both the full funding they need, and a budget approval timeline that
allows for sufficient time for planning.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT Community Board 7/Manhattan calls on state officials to
ensure that the American Rescue Plan funds designated for NYC schools are used to supplement — and
not supplant — state funding previously allocated for city schools.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Community Board 7/Manhattan urges city leaders to ensure that
all education funding from the American Rescue Plan or any rollover surpluses is delivered in its entirety
to the intended beneficiaries — our schools — and not diverted to other uses.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Community Board 7/Manhattan urges city officials to prioritize
completing the budget process on a timeline which assures our schools have sufficient time and certainty
with which to plan for this summer and a comprehensive on-time school reopening next fall.

4 https://wwwl.nyc.gov/assets/manhattancb7/downloads/pdf/reso11_20.pdf
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COMMUNITY BOARD 7 &5 Manhattan

RESOLUTION

Date: April 6, 2021

Committee of Origin: Transportation

Re: Database of secondary street namings

Full Board Vote: 40 In Favor 0 Against 0 Abstentions 0 Present
Committee: 9-0-0-0. Non-Committee Board Members: 7-0-0-0.

The following facts and concerns were taken into account in arriving at our conclusions:

e New York City has more than 2,500 secondary (honorary) street names — streets that have been
given an additional name to memorialize a notable citizen or institution with a connection to that
street.

e For years, there was no master list of these co-named streets or any readily accessible way to
learn why a particular person or institution was honored with a street naming.

e In 2014 a private citizen, Gilbert Tauber, created a website -- www.nycstreets.info — to catalog
all secondary streets and provide information on their honorees, listed alphabetically by borough.
This website is free and publicly available to all.

e  Mr. Tauber maintains the website at his own expense and regularly updates it as the New York
City Council adds new secondary street names.

e Mr. Tauber, a resident of Community Board 7 Manhattan, is now 85 years old and does not know
how long he will be available to maintain his website.

e A website hosted and maintained by the City Council or a City agency would be more permanent
and in a better position to track new secondary street names.

e The City has technical personnel who could improve the website, making it more easily
searchable, perhaps including photographs and a map interface to pinpoint co-named streets.

e Mr. Tauber has stated his willingness to donate his existing website and copyrights to any City
agency designated to run such a website.

e Mr. Tauber has also created and maintains a searchable website of more than 1,600 former street
names in Manhattan, http://www.oldstreets.com/

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT Community Board 7 Manhattan urges the City Council to enact
legislation directing that the Council or a City agency, such as the Department of Records and Information
Services or the Department of Transportation, establish and maintain a searchable website that lists and
gives information on all persons or institutions memorialized with a secondary street name in the City of
New York, and that the Council or agency work with Mr. Tauber to transfer his rights and information
from his existing website to the City.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Community Board 7 Manhattan expresses its profound gratitude
to Gilbert Tauber for his invaluable contributions to the preservation of New York City’s history.
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COMMUNITY BOARD 7

RESOLUTION

Date: April 6, 2021

Committee of Origin: Business & Consumer Issues

Re: 359 Columbus Avenue (West 77th Street.)

Full Board Vote: 40 In Favor 0 Against 0 Abstentions 0 Present
Committee: 6-0-0-0. Non-Committee Board members: 5-0-0-0.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT Community Board 7/Manhattan approves new application to
the SLA for two-year liquor licenses by LPB6, LLC d/b/a La Pecora Bianca.
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COMMUNITY BOARD 7 &5 Manhattan

RESOLUTION

Date: April 6, 2021

Committee of Origin: Business & Consumer Issues

Re: 108 West 74" Street (Columbus Avenue.)

Full Board Vote: 40 In Favor 0 Against 0 Abstentions 1 Present
Committee: 5-0-0-1. Non-Committee Board members: 5-0-0-0

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT Community Board 7/Manhattan approves alteration
application to the SLA by B&H Restaurant LLC, d/b/a Leyla. To extend the original SLA application.
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COMMUNITY BOARD 7 &5 Manhattan

RESOLUTION

Date: April 6, 2021
Committee of Origin: Preservation
Re: 131 West 69*" Street (Broadway-Columbus Avenue). Application #LPC 21-03585 to the Landmarks
Preservation Commission for:
a. partial infill of the existing rear yard extension;
b. new fenestration on the new and existing rear yard extensions, includingconverting an
existing window to a terrace-access door;
C. creation of a rooftop stair bulkhead and mechanical room; and
d. new railings and rear yard fencing.
Full Board Vote: 33 In Favor 4 Against 2 Abstentions 0 Present
Committee: 9-1-0-0. Non-Committee Board Member Vote: 1-0-0-0.

This resolution is based upon the following facts:

The project is the renovation and enlargement of a 5 story plus cellar Renaissance Revival style
row house located in the Upper West Side / Central Park West historic district. It was built in 1891-92 and
designed by Charles T. Mott. The architects wereThom and Wilson.

The work, for purposes of CB7 review, includes partial infill of the existing rear yard extension,
new fenestration on the new and existing rear yard extensions, converting anexisting window to a terrace-
access door, creating of a rooftop stair bulkhead and mechanical room, and new railings and rear yard
fending.

The windows on the front facade will also be replaced in kind and have been approvedat LPC
Staff level.

Applicant will engage a licensed contractor to remove/abate asbestos on the existingmain roof
and install new roofing to maintain waterproofing of the roofs.

Existing windows at the rear wall of the existing extension will be widened and replacedwith new
windows.

The rooftop bulkhead will be roughly centered and will be approximately 13’-2" in depth running
north to south. This bulkhead will provide access to new roof deck to the north and mechanicals to the
south. A new stair will be constructed to gain access to the roof bulkhead. Existing flues to be raised
pursuant to NYC Mechanical Code Section 801.1.1 above new construction to maintain adequate
clearance. Currently about (6) flues must be extended on 129 W 69th Street property.

Existing parapet wall separating the properties of 129, 131, 133 West 69t Street will have wall
stone caps removed to allow for extension of wall on sides of new Bulkhead.And the parapet wall will be
rebuilt where considered necessary following removal of roof membrane, re-pointed, flashed, and have
liquid-applied roof membrane installed toensure proper waterproofing. Applicant agrees to protect
adjacent roof at 133 West 69'"Street.

Because of the deteriorated condition of the current fence, a new 6-foot-high woodfence will be
installed at west edge of rear yard to replace the current fence.

NOW THEREFORE, Community Board 7-Manhattan Preservation Committee in consideration of
the facts presented and the discussion held, resolves to approve the application as appropriate to the
Historic District.
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Date: April 6, 2021

Committee of Origin: Preservation

Re: 20 Lincoln Center, David H. Koch Theater at Lincoln Center (West 63™ Street.) Application to the
Landmarks Preservation Commission to restore portions of the travertine cladding on the exterior of
the theater.

Full Board Vote: 38 In Favor 0 Against 1 Abstentions 1 Present

Committee: 10-0-0-0. Non-Committee Board Member: 1-0-0-0.

Presentation by Michelle Dallhoff, RA, of WIE Engineers & Architects, P.C., with David Thiele, Managing
Director of Lincoln Center, also in attendance. The David H. Koch Theater, formerly known as New York
State Theater, is home to the New York City Ballet within Lincoln Center for the Performing Arts in New
York City. Constructed circal964, the Koch Theater was designed by renowned architect Philip Johnson.
It should be noted that this is a city-owned property and is not included in the Upper West Side Historic
District, however it would be eligible for inclusion on the National Registry of Historic Sites. As a result
of this status, the approval of any work is required from the Public Design Commission rather than LPC.
During routine facade survey efforts in 2020, physically displaced travertine cladding panels were
observed at the upper fasciaband of the north elevation. If left unaddressed, these panels may continue
to displace and potentially become hazardous. Other isolated distress conditions included loose
dutchman repairs from prior facade repair campaigns, and spalled travertine at ferrous anchorage
conditions were also observed at the north elevation. In order to repair and restore the conditions, the
following scope of work is planned for the north elevation:
- Access the facade via swing stage scaffolding
- Remove, clean, salvage, and safely store existing displaced travertine claddingpanels from
the upper fascia band of the north facade
- Remove any corroded ferrous shims or otherwise displaced and deterioratedanchorage
components
- Replace damaged and/or corroded components with new stainless-steelanchorage
components
- Re-install salvaged travertine cladding panels at upper fascia band of northfagade
- Perform isolated repairs to cracked and spalled travertine, using in kind materialsand
concealed anchorage components

WHEREAS, no alterations to the facade are planned as part of this work, and all finish aesthetics
are intended to restore the theater’s original cladding appearance. This project will be funded in full by
the New York City Ballet. In alignment with OneNYC’s 2050 strategy, these repair efforts will maintain a
New York City cultural resource along with the maintained safety of the Plaza’s public space for
community and neighborhood use. Repair efforts are planned to begin this spring in the interest of
completing this work andreopening the plaza at the main entrance prior to the planned September 2021
reopening of the New York City Ballet to in-person events. This project is on the calendar at Public
Design Commission for 3/22/2021. All work will be repaired and replaced in kind. And this project is
expected to take four months for completion.

THEREFORE, given the need for the repairs and while this is in advance of our next Full Board
meeting, this application was presented at the Preservation Committee level andwas approved
unanimously at committee level.
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RESOLUTION

Date: April 6, 2021

Committee of Origin: Preservation

Re: 327 West 76 Street (West End Avenue and Riverside Drive) Application to the Landmarks
Preservation Commission, for a penthouse expansion, rearyard greenhouse and rear year balcony
enlargement.

Full Board Vote: 33 In Favor 6 Against 1 Abstention 0 Present

Rooftop: Committee Vote: 10-0-0-0 Non-Committee Vote: 1-0-0-0

Rear Yard Extension: Committee Vote: 6-2-2-0 Non-Committee Vote: 0-0-1-0

The resolution is based upon the following facts:

This project is an extensive renovation of a Renaissance Revival townhouse located on the north
side of West 76" Street, constructed in approximately 1891-1892. Over the past 130 years, it hasundergone
numerous transformations from single family to multi-family and back to single familyhome. Throughout
the many decades, the unique banding and detail on the front facade and thedistinctive red brick have
remained largely unchanged.

The scope of the application on the front (south) facade is to install chimney extensions. They are
required and will not change the historic facade, with the exception of chimney flue extensions at roof
level. This work is required to correct existing conditions because the current chimneys do not extend
above adjacent construction as required and are therefore currently notcode compliant. The flue
extensions are minimally visible from the street and they will be painted a neutral color to match the
existing bulkhead structure at that level and a matte stainless or grey where above the roof level. The rear
chimneys are also required to be extended to comply with code but are not visible from the street. No
original facade material is being touched or altered on the south facade.

The applicant will expand the existing penthouse into the area of a large existing hot tub structure
raised above the roof. This new Penthouse extension is tucked behind the existing Elevator Bulkhead and
Penthouse and is not visible at all from the street fagade. It will be lowerthan the existing hot tub structural
support system. The hot tub will therefore be removed from the roof. The Penthouse expansion is also
lower than the east neighbor at 325 West 76th Street’s extensive series of bulkheads and decks. The rear
chimneys are also required to be extended to comply with code but are similarly not visible from the
street.

The applicant represented that the Greenhouse extension in the rear is technically as of right and
that numerous other added extensions, overbuilds and Greenhouses are within the contextof the rear
yard 'donut.' The hot tub, removed from the roof, will be relocated to the rear yard below the balcony, in
an existing lowered areaway. The existing balcony, projects off the rear facade and floats above the rear
yard. The applicant wishes to enlarge this balcony.

NOW THEREFORE, Community Board 7-Manhattan Preservation Committee approves the
application to install chimney extensions to comply with Code, to expand the existing penthouseinto the
area currently occupied by a hot tub that will be removed, to expand the greenhouse in the rear, and to
expand the balcony leading to the hot tub that will be re-installed on the ground level, as appropriate to
the Historic District.
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